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Dr. milton C, culcy 
Sormmiastoner of Zducatioa . | 
TSota Donrd of Lducation | 
State Tause dnnex | 
Concoré, ew Hompsnire | 
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Der Dr, culeys 


- 49 1s to eelmcvledgsa Four letter of Decenber 24%, 1953 | 
'aaousich rou ass for sn opinion Trorn this, of fice ag to (1) whether the 4s 
Sc.ocl Dosvd of Lare rity to expend mnrcunts vhich | 4 





al 2102 

ecarl less then 59 © ant casessed valuation; (2) whether the 
eel Toend bad the authority to issue Loss them the cnout cupropria= . 
Bel cS the Jaren 1953 mmusl meeting; end. (3) should the Poard of 
Tee ctioction, esinbdlished te ehm ter 5, Lvs of 1951, as iaserted by. 
cantee 9, Dee of 1953, in their HCue’s exeminga the entire project — 
Cr movil. ecaYina tacaselives to the vty posed additions. — 

It is the ovinion of this cffice that questions 1 ond 
2 Surpvyo mock not bo concidcred since ca faswer would not matericlly 
eoches tig Lectd of anvestigasion. 

It is Tavther the opinion of wis office tht undcr 
tua nrovicions of chapter 5, favs of 1C5L os erented, the Bonrd of 
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Fate tees ue. (eS ee PP te are eee Se #%, . 2 ow cope os mA ‘ ‘, 
Divestiyr iio sacle consiaer ts enbirs rroject as thouga no build 
oe os 2 : 
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Saetion 2 of the said chapter aoeaes that a school 
Clotrics mor vote to issne bones oF -otes for the purposes of con= 
esccetioa of nev buildings or nliterntion of existing bulldings in cn 
regen ta. cmeese of SG of the latest assessed valustion subject to 
tection, hws not in excess of Gp thercof, in accordance with the 
concicionas set forth in sections 4, 5, 6 cn 7 of the chapter. Sec= — 
Bten 2 cles provides that « cortificit copy of the rowzrd of the sction 
(RE ate ae esa So a Nghe IS cresentcd to the Com mui ssioner 
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enact ginenat 7 
Dr. Hilton C, Buley Des ! January 8, 1954 
Section h estadlishes the Boerd of Investigation; gee , oe 
tion 5 provides for a herring by the Bonrd, unon receipt of the record -._ 
provided under seation 23 section 6 provides that upon the congidera— rk 


tion of the financial needs of the district, if in the best interest - . 
susrcof, the Poard may approve such proposal. However, if the Bonrd Fe oo 
Cicronroves the proposal, the rotion of the scneo} district stink be . 
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In view of the stntuse”™there can be no doubt but what — 
ature intonded that in any instance in phich.a school dis- 2. 
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the lo sisl 

teu votod to exceed the net borrowing capacity of 54 of the latest Pa ee 
eegess]ed valuation, such & propossl must be submitted for approval to = oes 
tie Toord of Investigation. a ee ee ee ee ae 


Te Bonrd now has before it euch a proposnl. Ita prom: 
m-ol not vary in this instrnce beccuse of oy prior action of ~ 







Coe ere ms 
tho Sehool Board of Farrington. Tint has no effect upon the duties of 
Me Toard ag provided by lar. "es a) 

Your cttention is further anvited to section 7 of Piss F 
cheater 361 of the Less of 1953 relative to the legalizing of the March 
9, 1953 annvenrl school district meeting, which apparently established a 
conavete michorized indedtednecs for Larrington. This statate further | 


pereactoes the necessity for an approval of the nection proposed by the 


Lo pk os amvcesige tio. 


Yery truly yours, 


Arthur E. Bean, Jr. 
Assietant Attorney Ceneral 
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